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I ATSDR Update

A Health Study Discussion (Postponed unti} ecember)_" L
1. i ingfs) in Decemﬁ‘éf

the study design

B. Relationship between public hea

valence and frequency of soil-consumption
(esp. soil-pica)

gdetermine the quantity of soil consumed among any
glisplaying pica behavior.

fealth Intervention Project (EHIP) [another action

Provider health education needs assessment to determine what

information providers need

Provide educational opportunity to health care providers to respond

to identified needs

% o Possibility of clinical evaluation

W -ATSDR’s Division of Health Education and Promotion will

L consult with all Health Team members before making a final
decision on selecting criteria for community participation in the
clinical evaluation portion of the Health Intervention Project
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C. Public Health Assessment (PHA)
1. Status report
a. Expect to have initial release draft for agency and working group
review available by January 2001
b. Pica Workshop report should be available by January 2001, as well

(1)  to provide a list of the 33 properti‘g’i‘o
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(2)  to provide periodic
individual removal g%
2, Review of health discussion in PR& »
Issues raised during discussion:
a. Degree of uncertainty rel
evaluation, including
(1)  exposure assumptigits* L i
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(2)  the re]afionishi ealth gffects from consuming
congginated } gl drinking water compared to

Sy P .
?3) é{‘ﬁ% likelihgiyd or pro@nhty related to meeting all of the

ﬁ%;;condltlg@" necessaggifor the health effects discussed to

rf the VBL%@%opulation

in the sampling protocol, versus

£ YA identified 100 properties using the hotspot method
“from the sampling protocol and resampled the 30 discrete

locations. Each discrete sample was analyzed. The data are

expected to be available by January 2001

(a)  Hotspots are identifiable by this method down to
1/30th of a yard (the square footage will vary yard-
by-yard)

(b)



C. Risk Assessment Assumptions
(1)  Comparison of EPA and ATSDR Risk Assessment
Parameters (to characterize acute exposures).
General parameters
Parameter EPA

RBA (relative bioavailability) | 0.45 (pig study)

Hot Spot Prediction*

Comp,, = (9) (BG) + (1) (hotspot) or
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where BG = 17 ppm
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Parameter/assumption
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5 gm/day* (literature review)

1 time/week
3 times/week*

acute to&g{t?v
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0.005 (acute MRL)
0.05 (LOAEL)

ssure duration
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consistent with toxicity study
(2 weeks)

1 day to several months
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(2)  Comparison of EPA and ATSDR Risk Assessment
P s/Assumptions for Chronic Arsenic Exposure (;

EPA

Child Soil Ingestion 200 mg/day
(EPA Guidance)

Child Body Weight 15 kg -
(EPA Guidance) X ;%%»S.gw
Adult 70 kg

(2) Whatd

(3) Whats i AL ““l ed?
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however, there is no guarantee that the issues will be
resolved in time to be incorporated into the BRA or
the PHA for VBI70
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(é&“ 2. o discuss detailed action plans with members of the health team and
;ssﬁﬁ @ working group to define this and other recommendations.
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~°~\E PubE;&Meetmg/Poster Session (when Draft released for public comment April 01)
= ATSDR Public Health Assessment Summary and Q/A - 40 min

Poster Stations

ATSDR Health

Soil ingestion/soil pica

Maps/Demographics

As/Pb Health Effects

Public Health Intervention Project

CDPHE Blood Lead
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g Community reps

h. EPA
Community Issues (15 minutes??)
A Would like to see Environmental Justice discussed at each meeting...hasn’t been
included lately.

EPA Update (1.5 hours)

A Project Schedule (RI, FS, ROD, Proposed Piat N ,

1. OU -1 Project Schedule (RI, FS, Q) 8 iy &

2. ‘Anticipated release dates and conify 2
Revised Risk Assessment;
R
Remedial Investigation/Feé%;ﬁ '
Proposed Plan - 3/1/2001 45
Pilot Study - 4/1/2001 <
Record of Decision
3. “Publlc Health Altemat' '

like? (Discussion pos oh

B. Status reports
1. OU2-Smelters méestlgatl
a. Deﬁncjf%}%ciﬁct : j"
2. Pilot scale <éﬁq}@‘iﬂudy
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g&a% with all of the researchers to discuss interpretation and
fipiat \g'gsults sometime in February (WG members welcome to

4  homes identified in Phase III
ﬁﬁ’ Landscaping and other final actions will occur in spring
+Pig study
Second study to evaluate lead
Sudden lab opportunity that EPA decided to take advantage of




